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1 . Claims 74-85 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. The original disclosure does not teach the embodiment of a locking handle having "at 
least one arm" with the locking structure as set forth by the claim. The recitation implies that 
more than one arm. The disclosure only discloses an embodiment with only one arm with the 
locking structure. This is a new matter rejection. 

2. Claims 74-85 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

The term "at least" implies that more than one curved arm. However the disclosure only 
shows an embodiment with the locking structure with one curved arm. 

3. Claims 47-50, 52-64, 66-76, and 78-85 are under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lu 6 344 in view of Miyoshi (5908093). Lu teaches a towing member having an arm having 
distal end and proximal end with an axial length, a towing handle 20, a locking mechanism 
located proximate the handle movable between a locked position and an unlocked position 
comprising a movable locking element defining a lot at 325 and a locking protrusion 50 
extending through the slot, and a release mechanism as claimed. 

With respect to the distal end of the arm being otherwise unable to move relative to the 
distal end. The examiner submits that one can have the towing handle pivotable about one axis 
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about the handle as claimed. There is no structural differences between the claimed device and 
the device in Lu. 

With respect to the non extendable portion, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to provide an extendable portion as taught by Miyoshi (Fig. 5, portion 5 5 A) to 
provide a connection to the luggage. 

Regarding claim 21 it is noted that there are two single poles telescoping member as 
claimed. 

Regarding claim 57, note that there is a face facing outward in Lu(adjacent the distal 
peripheral edge of portion 35). 

Regarding claim 57 and 71, note the channels 421 between the locking protrusions. 
Regarding claim 63, note that the tube is curved forward as claimed. 
Regarding claim 71, note the channels 712 in Lu. 

Regarding claim 49, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide curved arm portions to enable one to tow the luggage easily. 
4. Claim 47-50, 52-64, 66-76, and 78-85 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the Lu'344 rejection, as set forth above, and further in view of either Dean 
(3355075) or Murphy (4368835). To the degree it is argued that the handle in Lu does not teach 
the outwardly extending handle, either Dean or Lu teaches that it is known in the art to provide 
back support structures being curved to accommodate the back. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to provide outwardly curved handle as taught by either Dean or Lu 
to enable one to support the handle on the back when wearing. 
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5. Claims 51, 65,77, 86, and 87 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lu in view of ether Chen 6 951 or Chen (6434790). Lu meets all claimed limitations except 
for the single pole handle. Either Chen '95 1 or Chen '790 teaches that it is known in the art to 
provide a single pole handle. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide single pole handle as taught by either Chen '951 or Chen '790 to save material or 
manufacture the device easily. 

6. Claims 47-60, and 74-86 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chen (6591951) in view of Miyoshi, and further in view of either Dean or Lu '344. Chen 
teaches a towing member having an arm having distal end and proximal end with an axial length, 
a towing handle 20, a locking mechanism 40 located proximate the handle movable between a 
locked position and an unlocked position comprising a movable locking element 44 as claimed. 
Chen meets all claimed limitations except for the non extendable portion. Miyoshi teaches that it 
is known in the art to provide a non extendable portion. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to provide an non extendable portion as taught by Miyoshi to provide a 
connection to the luggage. 

Regarding claim 58, note locking protrusions 441 forming a channel there between. 

With respect to the arm being curved, Dean or Lu teaches that it is known in the art to 
provide curved Dean or Lu teaches that it is known in the art to provide back support structures 
being curved for supporting on the back. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to provide outwardly curved handle as taught by either Dean or Lu to enable one to 
support the handle on the back when wearing. 
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Response to Arguments 

7. 112 rejections and drawing objections are withdrawn in view of applicant's amendment. 

8. New rejections with respect to claims 74-85 has been made with respect to the recitation 
"at least one curved arm". This limitation imparts new matter since the original disclosure only 
show the handle with locking structure operational with only one curved arm. 

Other arguments are moot in view of new rejections. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tri M. Mai whose telephone number is (571)272-4541 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am-5 :00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan Newhouse can be reached on (571)272-4544. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Tri M.Mai 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3727 



